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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to communications filed on 07/1 6/2009 
Claims 1-9 and 15-17 are pending and have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5, 9 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Chang et al. (Patent no.: US 6,556,724 B1). 

With respect to claim 1, Chang teaches a method for configuring and 
dynamically adapting an application sharing system comprising a plurality of 
computers in communication over a network, one of the computers having a 
plurality of system components and sharing an application with at least one other 
computer over the network, one of the system components adapted to provide 
feedback to the shared application, the method comprising: 

determining a preference for the shared application (Chang: fig. 4 & 5, col. 
9, lines 45-50, noted that the participating clients calculate the necessary 
transform data for the shared image); 
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monitoring by the one of the computers a feedback generated by the one 
of the system components, said feedback indicating the performance of the 
component relative to the determined preference (Chang: fig. 5, col. 9, lines 50- 
60, noted that the image server 220 transmits the requested transform data at 
the designated coefficient coordinates to the participating client); and 

configuring the one of the system components in response to the 
determined preference and the monitored feedback, said configuring comprising 
adjusting an algorithm used to implement the system component, the 
configuring of the system component causing an adjustment in the 
performance of the shared application (Chang: fig. 8, col. 11, lines 20-38, 
noted that the host computer receives the resolution at which each 
participating client will render images for the collaboration session and 
determines the highest resolution for the clients). 

With respect to claim 2, Chang teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the 
system component comprises one of a compression algorithm, a change 
detection algorithm, a screen capture device and a data transport type (Chang: 
col. 9, lines 45-61, note the image resolution compression). 

With respect to claim 3, Chang teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the 
preference is a user preference (Chang: col. 9, lines 45-61). 

With respect to claim 4, Chang teaches the method of claim 3 wherein the 
user preference defines at least one of an image quality and a latency (Chang: 
col. 9, lines 45-61, note the image resolution compression). 
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With respect to claim 5, Chang teaches the method of claim 3 wherein the 
user preference defines at least one of a CPU usage and a fidelity (Chang: col. 9, 
lines 45-61). 

With respect to claim 9, Chang teaches the method of claim 1 further 
comprising selecting the preference for the shared application (Chang: col. 13, 
lines 10-20). 

With respect to claims 15-16 the limitations of these claims are 
substantially the same as those in claims 1-2. Therefore the same rationale for 
rejecting claims 1-2 is used to reject claims 15-16. By this rationale claims 15-16 
are rejected. 

4. Claims 6-8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chang et al. (Patent no.: US 6,556,724 B1) in view of 
Boston et al. (Publication no.: US 2004/0101272 A1). 

With respect to claim 6, Chang teaches all of the claimed limitations, 
except that he does not explicitly teach a method of allowing an administrator to 
set the administrator preference. 

In the same field of endeavor, Boston teaches a method of allowing an 
administrator to set the administrator preference (Boston page 4, paragraph 36, 
noted the administrative user can edit the privilege levels and profiles of other 
users.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of allowing an 
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administrator to set the administrative preference as taught by Boston in the 
Chang's invention with motivation being that it provides administrator the 
privilege in editing the profiles of other users (Boston page 4, paragraphs 36 and 
38). 

With respect to claim 7, Chang teaches all of the claimed limitations, 
except that he does not explicitly teach a maximum data rate. 

In the same field of endeavor, Boston teaches a data rate that each 
channel can support (Boston, page 9, paragraph 0079). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the use of the data rate 
transmission as taught by Boston in Chang's invention as the condition in limiting 
the selection of the user's preference in selecting the images. The motivation to 
combine this feature is to prevent the over use of bandwidth by all the users 
simultaneously. 

With respect to claim 8, Chang teaches a method of limiting the selection 
of a user preference according to an image compression type (Chang: Col. 9, 
lines 45-61 ). However, they do not explicitly teach a method of allowing an 
administrator to set the administrative preference in limiting the selection. 

In the same field of endeavor, Boston teaches a method of allowing an 
administrator to set the administrator preference (Boston page 4, paragraph 36, 
noted the administrative user can edit the privilege levels and profiles of other 
users.). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of allowing an 
administrator to set the administrative preference as taught by Boston to limit the 
selection of user preference in the Chang's invention with motivation being that it 
provides administrator the privilege in editing the profiles of other users (Boston 
page 4, paragraphs 36 and 38). 

With respect to claim 17 the limitations of this claim are substantially the 
same as those in claim 6. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claim 6 is 
used to reject claim 17. By this rationale claim 17 is rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on 07/16/2009 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

6. On page 6 of Applicant's remark, Applicant argues that "Note that the 
shared application itself, the source resolution independent image broadcasting 
application, has not been modified or adjusted in any way. Thus, Chang fails to 
teach or suggest the Applicants' claimed method for configuring and dynamically 
adapting an application sharing system, including the step of "configuring the one 
of the system components in response to the determined preference and the 
monitored feedback, said configuring comprising adjusting an algorithm used to 
implement the system component, the configuring of the system component 
causing an adjustment in the performance of the shared application"." 
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In response to Applicant's argument, the examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Chang in figure 8, and col. 11, lines 20-38, specifically discloses that the host 
computer receives the resolution at which each participating client will render 
images for the collaboration session and determines the highest resolution for 
the clients. The adjustment for the resolution of the image that is rendered to the 
participating clients is made at the Host server. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to LIN LIU whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1447. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 
7:30am - 5:00pm, EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Srivastava Vivek can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Lin Liu/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2445 



A/IVEK SRIVASTAVA/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2445 



